Message

From: Chl, Matthew [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=5BDE479F1AB54A%EBCI541A7D452C3B7-MOHL]

Sent: 12/4/2019 2:13:46 PM

To: Nichter, Mark W CIV USARMY CELRL (US) [Mark.W.Nichter@usace.army.mil]

Non-Responsive

Matthew J. Ohl

Remedial Project Manager

United States Environmental Protection Agency
77 West Jackson Boulevard, SR-6J

Chicago, IL 60604-3590

phone: 312.886.4442
fax: 312.692.2447
e-mail: ohl.matthew(@epa.gov

From: Norman Bernstein <nwbernstein@nwblic.com>

Sent: Monday, December 2, 2019 4:31 PM

To: Ohl, Matthew <ohl.matthew@epa.gov>

Cc: Krueger, Thomas <krueger.thomas@epa.gov>; Peter M. Racher Esq. <pracher@psrb.com>; Mary Desmond
<mdesmond@nwbllc.com>

Subject: Third Site ERH Remedy - Request for Clarification

Mr. Ohl:

In connection with the implementation of the Electrical Resistance Heating (“ERH”) remedy at Third Site {“the
Site”) the Trustees of the Third Site Trust Fund (“the Trustees”} request that EPA clarify two matters that have
come to the Trustees’ attention.

The 1,2-Dichlorobenzene Question

The chemical 1,2-Dichlorobenzene was originally included within the list of the Total Volatile Organic
Compounds {“Total VOCs”) that were to be reduced by 90% from a value of 42,850 ug/L to a value of 4,285
ug/L Total VOCs within the sheet-pile enclosed DNAPL area at the Site. That chemical was also included within
the Total VOCs reported to EPA after the first round of ERH treatment that ended in or about January

2019. March 2019 sampling results, after that first round of ERH treatment were reported by Ramboll to EPA
in April of 2019.
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During April of 2019, the Trustees’ ERH Contractor, McMillan-McGee {(“MM”) asserted for the first time that
1,2-Dichlorobenzene is not a volatile organic compound, but rather is a semi-volatile organic compound and
that the values reflected for that chemical in the March 2019 sampling should be excluded from the Total
VOCs that were reported in attempting to reach the compliance value of 4,285 ug/L. The matter was not
resclved at that time.

After a second attempt at operating the ERH system, which began in or about April 2019 and ended in or
about August 2019, compliance sampling was conducted by Ramboll in September 2019 and reported by
Ramboll to EPA in October 2019, In November 2019, MM renewed the issue about 1,2-Dichlorocbenzene. |t
asserted that as a result of excluding 1,2-Dichlorobenzene from the September data, as it in its view should be
done, sampling point P-2 is now in compliance with the 4,285 ug/L criteria.

A data table showing all sampling result within the sheet-pile enclosed DNAPL area at the Site is attached.

Please clarify whether (a) 1,2-Dichlorobenzene should be considered one of the Total VOCs whose cumulative
value must not exceed 4,285 ug/L, or (b) should be considered a semi-volatile organic compound whose value
need not be counted in determining whether the Total VOCs exceed 4,285 ug/L.

The Use of P-1 and P-2

There are four points that are monitored within the sheet-pile enclosed DNAPL area at the Site in order to
determine compliance with the 4,285 ug/L Total VOCs value. Those sampling points are three piezometers (P-
1, P-2, and P-3) and the sump. After the March compliance sampling data was distributed to it, MM asserted
that it wanted to use P-1 and/or P-2 as ERH extraction points or ERH heating points. Ramboll at the time
responded that it believed that EPA would not allow compliance sampling points to be used as ERH treatment
system extraction or ERH heating points. (There is no plan to replace P-1 or P-2. Attempting to do so would
make any data collected from the replacement piezometers not comparable to the original data from P-1 and
P-2, which were considered in determining the 4,285 ug/L compliance value to be achieved).

Please advise as to whether Ramboll is: (a) correct that EPA would not permit, in accordance with applicable
laws and regulations, the use of sampling points P-1 and P-2 as ERH remedy implementation points; or (b)
incorrect and that EPA will allow the use of compliance sampling points P-1 and P-2 as ERH extraction or heat
injection points.

Thank you for your assistance in clarifying EPA’s position for us on these two matters.

Norman W. Bernstein, Trustee, Third Site Trust Fund.

Norman W. Bernstein

N.W. Bernstein & Associates, LLC
800 Westchester Ave., Suite N319
Rye Brook, N.Y. 10573

(914) 358-3500

In accordance with Internal Revenue Service Circular 230, any discussion of a federal tax issue in this communication or in any attachment is
not intended to be used, and it cannot be used, for the purpose of avoiding federal tax penalties.

This message may contain confidential information that is protected by the attorney-client privilege or otherwise. If you are not the intended

recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or taking of action in reliance on the contents of this message is prohibited. If you have
received this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by e-mail and delete the original message. Thank you.
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